f submit the following comments in response to the Localism Nofice of Proposed Rulemaking
: {the“NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No, 04-2373.

Ay new FQC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment righis. A number of
nroposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

1y The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
reople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
inpose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from these who
“on't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
~hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
srogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
JAewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

12} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone arjd_ everyons has
“ights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do sc - even if a religious broadcasier
~onscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message

delivery mandates on any religion.

{3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially refigious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
zgency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would

infrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4y Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smalfier market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sgueeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main S'tu'dxo
‘oeation choices. Raiging costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed

service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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' submit the foliowing comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM™), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket Mo, 04-2373,

ANY New FQC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
rroposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
neople who do not share their values, The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
inpose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
con't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
~hoosing fo follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints o shape their
srogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, musi present.

2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone arjd_ everyonsa has
“ights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
sonscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message

delivery mandates on any religion.

{3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, espedcially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
zgency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would

intrude on constifutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4} Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commissicn proposes to further
sgueeze niche and smalier market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) py
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
iocation choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curiaiied

service 1s contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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" submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
: (theNPRM”}, released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket Mo, 04-233,

~ny new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
vroposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

1Y The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
neople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
pose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
‘lon't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
=hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
srogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights fo air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choeice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictateda by any goveinment
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
ntrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) py
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further resiricting main stu_dio
'ocation choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtalied
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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i submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
: (the"NPRM”}, released Jan. 24, 2608, in MB Docket Mo, 04-233,

fury new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not viotate First Amendmerit rights. A number of
nroposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do s0 — and must not be adopted.

Lt} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, o iake advice from
neople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals wouid
inpose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
“on't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
~hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
wrogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
~iewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
-ights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
ronscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

{3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The cholce
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any govermment
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
infrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4} Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sgueeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a} _by
reqguiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed
service 1s contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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owing commenis in response fo the Localism Motice of Proposed Rulemaking

I submit the foll
- (the”"NPRM”), released Jan, 24, 2008, in MB Docket No, 04-233,

Ay new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
seople who do not share their values, The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
inpose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
~hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
srogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what

viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
“ights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do SO - even nfga religious breadcaster
sonscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message

defivery mandates on any religion.
3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice

of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
sgency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs woulid
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes 1o further
sgueeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks -~ and curtailed

service s contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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i submit the following comments in response {o the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
| (the“NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No, 04-233,

Ay new FQC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
nroposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do se — and must not be adopted.

1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
seople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposats would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
¢ion’'t share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
~hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpcints to shape their
srogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
“iewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
fights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
sonscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
deiivery mandates on any religion.

(3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as whe produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4} Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
iocation choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed
service is contrary to the pubiic interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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 submit the following comments in response (o the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
{the"NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket Mo, 04-233,

Ay new FQC rules, policies or procedures must not viotate First Amendment rights. A number of
nroposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
~2zople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals wouid
inpose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
~hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints o shape their
srogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
“iewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone ar)d_ everyone has
fights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even rfa religious broadcaster
~onscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message

delivery mandafes on any religion.

3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
sgency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs wouid
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4} Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sgueeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main stu‘dxo
'ocation choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed

service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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i submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
: (the NPRM™), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233,

ANy new FQC rules, policies or procedures must not violate Fj ndment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — an tﬂbquﬂp ed.
G}

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, te take advicé from
neople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
‘mpose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
«or't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license fer
=hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
nrogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

:2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
fights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
sonscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4} Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secuiar
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
(ocation choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

/iw;g L/y@at’ 4-13-08

Sigmatire and Date  ’
Vo Bog L7 0w Faits jop,  IBLESY

Name and Address

Mail By April 14, 2008 to:

The Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
4435 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Alin: Chief, Media Burecau

APR 21 2009



i submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
- {the“NPRM”}, released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

iy new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
nroposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
seople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
inpose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from these who
cion't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
“hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
srogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
Aights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
~onscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

{3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs woulid
ntrude on constitutionally-protectec editorial choices.

{4} Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secuiar
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sgueeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) py
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
iocation choices. Raising costs with these proposais would force service cutbacks — and curtailed
service 1s contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notfice of Proposed Rulemaking
: (the“NPRM”}, released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No, 04-233,

ATy New FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A nurnber of
nroposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
reople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
inpose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
ron't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
~hoosing o follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
~ragramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
Hiawpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
ights fo air time. Proposed public access reguirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
~onscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

£3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any governmeni
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
nfrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4} Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commissicn proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) _by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks ~ and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

WNe urge the FCC not to adopt rules, proceduras or policies discussed above.
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i submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
- (the " NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-2373.

Ay new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
rroposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

1y The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
Ef'iBOp[e who do not share their values. The NPRM’s proposed advisory board proposals would
npose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
7on't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
~hoosing 1o follow their own consciences, rather than aliowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
srogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

i2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
-ights fo air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
sonscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
ntrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices. '

(&) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, {b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed

service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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i submit the foliowing comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
: {the”"NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies of procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
nroposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
seopie who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposais wouid
inpose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from these who
“ion't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
~hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
srogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
Jiewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment farbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

13} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs weuld
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices. ‘

{4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smalier market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (2) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
lacation choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed
service is contrary o the public interest,

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the followmg comments in response to the Localism Notice of Progosed Ry[_emak;n.g? Ny ?

(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233 Tl - U

e e B

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so —and must not be adopted

(1) The FCC must not force radio statlons especially religious broadcasters, to take advnce from
people who do not share their values, The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those wha
don’t share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
‘programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dlctatmg what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadt:aster must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so— even if a religious broadcaster
canscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorlal decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programiming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgsts, as da many smailer market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially rajsing costs in two ways: (a) by
raquiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed
semvice is confrary to the public interast.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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| submit the followmg comments in response to the Localism Notice of Pyoposed Rulemajg{ ot
(the“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 0 %&3!’\ AR S “-,'?, el

-

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights, A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must hot force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Rellgious broadeasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face Increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own conscisnces, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
‘programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dlctatmg what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as da many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the slgctricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed
service is confrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt fules, procadures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking APY 5
MB Docket No. 04-233

I submit the followmg comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed RulemakmMP&Wf m%ﬁ?ﬂdfn
Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. !

Many of the proposals in NPRM, contrary to the FCC's stated objectives, would harm both localism and diversity of
viewpoints.

The true wellsprings of localism and diversity are smaller market radio stations and stations offering specialized
programming (including religion, foreign language, ethnic and altemative programming). These types of stations also
serve as important gateways for new entrants seeking business opportunities in broadcasting - increasing ownership
among those traditionally underrepresented.

But just as major operating costs are quickly rising, and more Americans are turning to new media, the NPRM proposes
measures that would substantially raise costs — something that will be keenly felt among small market and specialized
programming broadcasters. The rational economic response will be service cutbacks or outright shutdowns. Neither
outcome is in the public interest.

One of these ill-advised proposals would force radio stations to curtail reliance on labor-saving technology. An end fo
unstaffed operations will not improve responsiveness to a local community. To the contrary, it will ikely lead stations to
broadcast fewer hours or shut down altogether. Unattended operation with proper safeguards has helped small stations
provide more service through efficiency. Take that away, and the Commission wili create strong disincentive for
stations to stay on during the late evening or early morning hours, hours during which very iittle revenue is generated.
The increased operational costs will lead new entrepreneurs, including women and minorities, to look elsewhere to
invest their savings and sweat equity.

The Commission must also reject proposal that would further limit where broadcasters can locate their main studios.
The Commission acted in the public interest when it adopted rules many years ago to permit stations greater flexibility in
selecting the location of their main studios, particularly in situafions in which a broadcaster operates stations licensed to
several nearby communities. If the Commission were to force each station to establish its main studio only in that
station's community of license, the result would be that broadcasters — particularly small market and speciality
programming broadcasters — would have to divert their limited financial resources from supporting and enhancing
guality programming to covering additional and unnecessary real estate costs.

The FCC should also jettison proposals forcing stations to give away airtime to cornmunity groups. One proposal would
even enforce public access requirements, similar to cable PEG channels. Cable has dozens, even hundreds of
channeis from which it can profit, but smaller market radio and stations serving small specialized audiences do not.
Free is not really free to those who struggle every day just to keep the electricity flowing, the programming going, and
the local news covered.

Smaller stations are keenly attuned to the communities they serve ~ it is how they remain in business. But the balance
is delicate, and the Commission must not take action that will tip the balance so stations cut back on service or drop out.
There is no ‘public interest’ in service that is both diminished and less diverse.

Respectfully submitted,
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

§ submit the following comments in response fo the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the e d
“NPRM", released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233,

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment nights. A number of
praposals discussed in the NFRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

H The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peopie who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed adwvisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints tc shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must presant,

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates an any religion,

)] The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, 1s not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reparting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system i which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewa! application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Conumissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
carrespond to therr beliefs could face long, expensive and potentiaily ruinous renewal proceedings

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping tha electricity flowing s often a ‘challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes {o further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially ra|smg costs in two ways: (a} by requinng
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals waould force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or poiicies discussed above.
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MB Docket No. 04-233 APR 2174

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed R kj h
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. % Wﬂ“ Room

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do 50 —and must not be adopted.

(1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposais would impose such
unconstitutional mandates, Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do 5o — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not propetly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and peotentially ruincus renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtaﬂed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Motice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the“NPRM”), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket Mo, 04-233,

Ay new FCC rules, policies or procedures must riot violate First Amendment rights. A number of
nroposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

{1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
neople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
‘inpose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don’t share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
~hoosing o follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
srogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what

vlewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone arlld‘ everyone has
‘ights to air time. Proposed public access requirements wouid do so — even if a religious broadcaster
sonscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message

delivery mandates on any religion.
{3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice

of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency — and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs wouid

intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

{4y Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secuiar
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
sgueeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs ih WO ways: (a) _by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restncting mamn stu'dxo
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed

service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Attn: Chief, Media Bureau

P

fPR 212038




Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

Ay

I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed q(ém%kmg (the ! xUO, )
“‘NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

'\A’J

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A numb\r\c&‘:’”7 B g
proposats discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted. s

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed adviscry board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious: broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do 30 — even if a refigious broadcaster

conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-rnaking information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The propesed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentiaily ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smailer market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commigsion proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (&) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopf rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No, 04-233

| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the
“NPRM™), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposais discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

N The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peaple who do not share therr values. The NPFRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2} The FCC must not turn every radia station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects fo the message. The First Amendmaent forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious pragramming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected ediforial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which centain licensees would be
autornatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentiaily ruinous renewal procsedings.

)] Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing 1s often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes {o further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main studic location choices.
Ratsing costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public mterest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above,
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

! submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulema
“‘NPRM), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of \\j‘u\«*z E
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted. Sl
(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from

people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must hot turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would mtrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a} by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, {b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is confrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Natice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

‘e,
| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (the' . v'*"*,r ‘{ﬁ
“NFPRM™, released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Bocket No. 04-233. \
k
Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not viclate First Amendment nghits. A numbaer of \E‘}gf
praposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted. 4

{1} The FCC must not force radio stations, especiatly religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values, The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow thew own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Ariendment prohibits govermnment, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must prasent.

(2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time, Proposed public access requiremeants would do so —even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendmaent forbids impesition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, 1s nct properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choicas.

{4 The FCC must not establish a two-tiered rengwal system in which certain licensees would be
automnatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages thay
correspond to thewr beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5} Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Kesping the electricity flowing s often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squesze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requinng
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, {b) by further restricting main studio location choices.

Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Cominents in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

MB Docket No. 04-233 O
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemakifis.
“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. R
7

Aey nawr ECC rulec. policies or rocedures must not violate First Amendment nghts. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, wouid d6 6 — and must not be adopted.

{1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
peaple who do not share therr vaiues. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitufional mandates. Religious broadcasters who rasist adwice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what wiewnoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

{2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air lime. Propased public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, 1$ not properly dictated by any government agency — and
praposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would infrude on
constitutionally-protected editonal choices.

(4} The FCC must not establish a two-ltiered renewal system i which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from soutine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount fo coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay frue to ther consciences and prasent only the messages they
comespond to therr beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing 1s often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes fo further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requinng
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest,

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procadures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MEBE Docket No. 04-233

e N "
| submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rul d ‘-ihpi Qf;?ﬂ’#

“NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not viclate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so — and must not be adopted.

m The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don’t share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster

conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3) The FCC must not force revedation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choicas.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal systemn in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

{5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a chalienge. Yet, the Commigsion proposes to further
sqgueeze niche and smalter market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: {a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposais would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No, 04-233

§ submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking {the
“NPRM™), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233,

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, wouid do so — and must not be adopted.

{1 The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share therr values, The NPRM's proposed advisory hoard proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, compiaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow thair own
consciences, rather than allowing incornpatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particutarly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2 The FCC must not turn avery radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to ar time. Proposed public access requirements would do so — even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

{3 The FCC must not force revelation of specific editonal decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programmung, 1 not properly dictated by any government agency — and
proposais to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editonal choices.

{4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal systern in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certan classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religicus broadeasters. Those who stay true fo therr consciences and present only the messages they
carrespond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

5 Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secufar
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing 1s often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requinng
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b} by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks — and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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